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LETTER 


FROM 4 
Burgeſs and Guild Brother of Edinburgh, : 
TO HIS 


FELLOW CITIZENS, 


On the Subject of the late Publicatioris, ſo far as they relate to 
the Cu DEST, ir INCOME, and EXPENDITURE. 


WITH 4 
* " N ; 5 


Comparative Tables of the Statements by Mr. Sm1TE, an OrD MaGr- 
*TRATE, and the Town Council, of ) a 
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LETTER; Ge. 


Edinburgh, 24th Oct. 1799. 
FELLow CITIZENS, 


F Tur late bas in the Town Coun- 
cil have given us (what every one of us has long 
defired) ſome ground upon which we may form 
an opinion of. the manner in which the affairs of 
this burgh are conducted. Accounts have been 
publiſhed of the Debt; the Income, and the Ex- 
peaditure of the City, together with ſome other 
matters of importance regarding its manage- 
ment; contradictory indeed, but which, but for 
theſe diſputes, might never have come to light. 
I hope it will not be deemed impertinent if 
I ſhould offer you ſome remarks on thoſe pub- 
lications, with a view to direct your attention to 
acquire, if poſſible, a knowledge of the real ſtate 
of the finances of the City, which can hardly be 
acquired by the Magiſtrates during the ſhort time 
they remain in office, and of courſe the good or 
bad management of them is *. to their official 
ms 
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Of theſe, I ſhall pay little attention: 


In nine this taſk, I ſhall. fler entirely 


clear of all politics, and therefore ſhall only take 
notice of the following pamphlets, in ſo far as 
they relate to my object, taking no notice of the 
others which have been publiſhed on the ſubject 
of the preſent diſputes. 
I. Addreſs to the Town ©ouncil, by Thomas 
Smith, Eſq. 
2. An Anſwer. to Bailie Smith's Addreſs, by 
| an Old Magiſtrate. 
3. An Anſwer to Mr. Smith's Addreſs, pub- 
lſſhed by Authority of thehewn Council. 
to the ſecond, 
further than inſerting the Old Magiſtrate's ſtate- 


ments at the end of this letter, and have only at 


preſent to obſerve, that he has made an error in 
his own favour of 10col. in his ſtatement of the 


_ Town's expenditure ; nor am I ſatisfied on what 


principle he deducts 45651. from the groſs amount 
of this ſtatement. being for borrowed money re- 
paid, and as ſuch deducted by Mr. Smith from 
his ſtatement of the expenditure, he having in- 


' cluded the ſame in his account of diſburſements 


for that year, but which does not form any part 
of the Old Magiſtrate's ſtate of diſburſements. 
If Jam right in theſe two obſervations, it will 
follow that the amount of the Old Magiſtrate's 
ſtate of the City's expenditure from 1797 to 1798 
ſnhould be 24,0011: 6s. 1rd. in place of 18,436]. 
68. Id. as he flates it. I ſhould add, that none 


as 


"BE 


of the other ſtatements of the Old Magiſtrate 


ſeem to be ſupported in the ſmalleſt degree ei- 
ther by the Town Councils ſtatements or the 
City Accountant's certificate, which is very ſin- 
gular, as he tells us they are extracted from the 
Council Books. 

The publication laſt in order deſerves much 
attention, both on account of the very reſpect- 
able authority on which it is publiſhed, as well 
as having the general reſult of its ſtatements ſup- 


ported by the certificate of the City Accountant. 


Indeed this certificate ſeems to be the text to the 
whole pamphlet; yet there are ſeveral things in 


it very objectionable, independent of an error of 


13021. which Mr. Bruce has made, and which 
has not been corrected by the writers of the 
pamphlet. This error has ariſen from ſtating the 
following articles againſt Mr. Smith, viz. 


Owing on ale duty, - L. 73,000 © © 
on life annuities, N 30,000 © © 
on Leith harbour, 2222 © © 

Overcharged on debt for the City 

Guard, " RD 1706 14 8 


Making together L. 106,928 I4 8 


and not giving him credit for the difference be- 
tween 29,4221, 128. 1d. and 28,1201. 12s. Id. due 
| A uy 
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on bond and promiſſory notes granted by the 
Chamberlain. 5 

Mr. Bruce adds, that, from his knowledge of 
the Town's funds, and their growing increaſe, 
he has no heſitation in certifying, that the funds 
belonging to the City will not only be much 
more than ſufficient for anſwering the ordinary 


_ expenditure, and alſo the intereſt of the debt due 


by the community with the annuities, but that 
it will alſo afford a finking fund for payment of 
the principal. In this liſt he has omitted the ar- 
ticle under the head of extraordinary expenditure, 
amounting, on an average of the laſt ten years, 


to above 4oool. per annum. Perhaps he includes 


this in ſome of the heads he has recapitulated, 


and I ſhall be happy, on his account, that it is 


ſo. 

Mir. Bruce, in an Appendix to his certificate, 
brings forward certain funds of the Town, which 
Mr. Smith, he ſays, ſeems to have forgotten, viz. 
building areas in Charlotte Square, Dickſon's 
Acres, &c.; and adds in a note, that he is inform- 
ed the Truſtees for the South Bridge will fully 
repay the community the money expended in 


purchaſing the Luckenbooths. Now, I do not 


find that Mr. Smith gives any ſtatements of the 
City's ſtock. Indeed he declares, in page 29. of 
his Addreſs, that no perſon connected with the 
City can tell the amount of it; of courſe, this in- 
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formation, eſpecially the hearfay part of it, does 
not apply to the matters at iſſue. 
I ſhall now proceed to conſider. the Anſwer it- 


ſelf; and notwithſtanding the very great reſpect 
J have for thoſe Gentlemen under whoſe autho- 


rity it is publiſhed, and the maſterly way in 
which it is written, eſpecially the introductory 


part of it, I have no heſitation in declaring, that 


I think it by no means correſponds to its title; 
for, in place of being an Anſwer to Mr. Smith's 


Addreſs, it only anſwers, or rather replies, to a 


very ſmall part of the matter contained in the 
Addreſs, viz. what he ſtates regarding the Town's 
debt, and a few remarks on ſome of the items 
which compoſe Mr. Smith's ſtatement of the ex- 
penditure. But no notice is taken, 

1/2, Of the aſſertion in page 34. of the Ad- 
dreſs, that the Town's debt has increaſed from 
Martinmas 1797 to Martinmas 1798 in the fum 
of 12,3731. 3s. 2d. ; a matter of moſt ſerious im- 
port indeed, and which, if true, militates againft 
Mr. Bruce's evidence. 

2dly, Of the three queries put by Mr. Smith in 
page 29. of his Addreſs. 

3dly, Of the account of the yearly increaſe of 
arreats due the City, which at Martinmas 1798 
are ſtated at no leſs a ſum than 8442L 5s. 6rd 
being an increaſe of 15641. gs. e. more than 
the higheſt arrears due while Mr, Buchan was 
Chamberlain. 


1 


Now, with regard to thoſe parts of the Addieh, 
which the Anſwers do reply to, the Town Coun- 


ci] ſeem to admit that the City really owes 


73,0091. as ſtated in the Addreſs, and of courſe 
they in this contradict the Old Magiſtrate, who 
ſtates the debt at only 59,5001.” Why then de- 
duct it from Mr. Smith's ſtatement ? Becauſe the 
Town are able to pay their debts, does it follow 
they do not owe this debt? On this principle the 
whole debt now owing by the Town may be 
wiped off altogether, for I hope and truſt the 
Town's funds are fully ſufficient to pay off all 
their debts, there being nothing in the Addreſs 
that leads us to ſuppoſe the contrary, although 
this is roundly aſſerted, in page 25. of the An- 
ſwers. b tm by 
While on this ſubject, I ſhould be extremely 
happy to ſee an hiſtorical account of the ale duty 
tax—the purpoſes for which it was at firſt grant- 
ed—how far theſe have been fulfilled—what mo- 
nies it has produced, with the application of 
theſe :—How the ' preſent debt of 73,0001. has 
deen contracted whether this debt was not late- 
ly attempted to be given in to the Legiſlature at 
a much greater ſum, together with the affidavit 
on which the preſent act was granted—what was 
the 'reaſon that the ſum of this debt was only 
mentioned in the enacting clauſe of the act, with- 
out being taken into the preamble, as is uſual in 
ſimilar caſes—why a ſtate of the receipt and ex- 
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penditure of the ale duty was not laid before 
you previous to the application for an act which 
impoſes a local tax on you, in addition to thoſe 
you pay in common with his Majeſty's other ſub- 


jects, amounting, as we are informed in page 


14. of the Anſwers, to a ſum conſiderably above 
41501. and which mu/t, from its wy nature, in- 
creaſe rather than diminiſh. 

Theſe are matters, my Fellow Citizens, which 
are of much more importance to us than the po- 
litical diſputes of the authors of theſe pamphlets, 


It is a matter of comparatively ſmall importance 


who are our Magiſtrates, but it is of the utmoſt 
importance that the affairs of the City ſhould be 
well managed, and the election is of importance 
only in ſo far as it leads to that point. 


- But to return to the Town Council's affairs— 


In page 19th it is ſtated, that 22221. due on Leith 
Harbour has already been included in the ſum 
of 28,1291. 128. Id. or rather 29,4221. 12s. Id. I 
am therefore inclined to think Mr. Smith wrong 
in this ſum, as well as in 1706l. 148. 8d. of the 
debt due on City Guard; and that theſe two 
ſums, making 39281. 145. 8d. ſhould be deduct- 
ed from the amount of his ſtatement of the 
Town's debts. 

The Anſwers find fault with Mr. Smith for ad- 
ding the words, excluſive of intereſt, to his ſtate- 
ment of the debt due to bankers, of 22,6861. 
while, at the ſame time, it is acknowledged that 


earns, eee — 
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intereſt on this ſum is due fince goth June 1998; 
ſuch being the fact, there is no room for taking 
offence at the expreſſion. 

The Anſwers then proceed to blame Mr. Smith 
in terms rather illiberal, for ſtating 30,cool. as a 
capital ſum owing by the Town on account of 
the annuities the Town is liable to pay, amount- 
ing to 33511, 11s. 8d. per annum. 

\ Surely any man having annuities to pay, 
would, when making up a ſtate of his affairs, ſet 
down the preſent value of ſuch annuities as a 
debt againſt himſelf. Indeed, ſimilar annuities 
are converted into @ capital every day by annui- 
tants wanting to raiſe money on ſuch ſecurities, 
as may be ſeen by the London and other newſ- 
papers. 

Not knowing the ages of the OUR to en 
theſe annuities are payable, I cannot with preci- 
fion calculate the yalue of them, but I ſhould 
ſuppoſe the average amount to be under fifty 
years; call it fifty-five years, which ſeems to be 
the datum of the Old Magiſtrate, and it will be 


found by Dr. Price's Tables, that to a perfon who 


expects to be reimburſed his money with 5 per 
cent. intereſt, they are actually worth, at this 
moment, above 31,440l.; ſo that if Mr. Smith 
has made any miſtake in this article, it ſeems: to 
be in ſtating it at too low a ſum. 

The obſervation in pages 26th and 27th of the 
Anſwers ſeem to be well founded, and ought, for 


wo 


E 


the reaſons therein given, to be deducted from 
Mr. Smith's amount of the expenditure, unleſs 
it ſhall be found, from the experience of a num- 


ber of years back, that the average of articles 


ſimilar to thoſe in queſtion, which, from the na- 
ture of things, muſt have occurred in the Town's 
expenditure, amount to a yearly ſum equal to 
what is ſtated by Mr. Smith; in which caſe, it 
will be reaſonable to continue them as they now 
ſtand. | | | 

There being no other notice taken by the 


Town Council of Mr. Smith's ſtatements of the 


income and expenditure, I preſume theſe Gen- 
tlemen, in ſo far as they regard ſuch of theſe ar- 
ticles as they paſs over in ſilence, acquieſce in 


their being fairly ſtated, of courſe the ſtatements 
by the Old Magiſtrate do not require to be an- 


ſwered. 


A BURGESS AND GUILD BROTHER. 
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